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FOREWORD

The Safe Routes to Public Places Program (SRTPPP) is part of the overall Highway Safety Improvement
Program (HSIP) and falls under the umbrella of the Louisiana Strategic Highway Safety Plan (SHSP). The
vision for the SHSP is Destination Zero Deaths and the HSIP is the core federal-aid program that aims to
implement the SHSP's mission to achieve a significant reduction in fatalities and serious injuries on all
public roads.

The development of the SRTPPP is a result of the recognition that the transportation network is utilized
by motorists and non-motorists, such as pedestrians and bicyclists, and transit users of all ages and
abilities. The SRTPPP aims to address the safety needs of the non-motorists evidenced in fatality and
serious injury data. On average, 329 pedestrians and bicyclists are killed or seriously injured on
Louisiana's public roads each year (Source: crashdata.lsu.edu, 2012 -2016). This represents 16% of the
overall annual fatalities and serious injuries and roughly 43% of those occur on local roads.

The purpose of this document is to outline the program requirements and guidelines for potential projects
considered for the SRTPPP projects as part of the HSIP. All SRTPPP projects must adhere to the
requirements and guidelines set forth in this document and in accordance with Section 148 of Title 23,
United States Code (23 USC 148 (h) and 23 CFR 924).

This document, in part, presents the standard operating procedure to be used for the Department of
Transportation and Development (DOTD) Office of Planning when managing the HSIP funds awarded
through the SRTPPP. It also details the staff or agency that is responsible for various aspects of the activity,
the procedure to be followed and includes links to any references that are relevant to this procedure. The
document is intended to be a guide for DOTD employees and other public entities to understand the work
processes for administering HSIP funds within the SRTPPP.

FUNDING

To address the need to reduce pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injuries, HSIP funds are eligible to be
spent on projects to improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists on all public roads (state-owned and
locally-owned). Distribution of funds shall be at the discretion of the SRTPPP Project Selection Committee
and Highway Safety Administrator considering the number and quality of applications received annually.

Federal funds for the project are provided for 100% of project costs with no required local match within
the limits of the DOTD’s project funding commitment and eligibility requirements. Funds are available for
Design Engineering Services, Right-of-Way Acquisition, Right-of-Way Acquisition Services, Project
Construction, and Construction Contract Administration.

The project sponsor will be responsible for costs incurred for
e  Utility Relocations,
e Right-of-Way Acquisition Services (for locally funded right-of-way Acquisition),
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e Project Construction on Private Property necessary for connectivity and
e Additional costs above DOTD’s project funding commitment.

The project sponsor may elect or be required to add or provide for additional work not eligible for federal
funds at its expense, such as connectivity work on private property (necessary for hospitals, business
centers, etc.) The application must identify this work and estimated costs. If applicable, funds for this
work must be provided to DOTD prior to advertisement for construction of the project.

Each application will have a maximum limitation of federal funds applied to project construction and right-
of-way acquisition costs of $350,000. Federal funds applied to Design Engineering Services, Right-of-Way
Acquisition Services and Construction Contract Administration may be provided by DOTD’s forces or its
consultant and is not included in this funding limitation.

Sponsors are encouraged, but not required, to provide additional financial support for the project.
Additional financial support applied to services or items which are also eligible for federal funds will be
considered in the evaluation and selection of projects. Additional financial support does not reduce the
$350,000 funding limitation noted above. The sponsor’s commitment to provide additional financial
support must be included in the application. If applicable, financial support funds must be provided to
DOTD prior to advertisement for construction of the project.

The project sponsor may elect to provide professional engineering services for project design, right-of-
way Acquisition and/or right of way acquisition services at its own expense subject to DOTD rules and
policies. These costs will be considered additional Financial Support and considered in the evaluation and
selection process.

ELIGIBILITY

Any public agency is eligible to submit project application(s) to the SRTPPP during specific application
periods designated by DOTD. The SRTPPP allows public agencies to compete for funding for SRTPPP
projects for the purpose of facilitating the planning, development, and implementation of projects that
will improve safety for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users of all ages and abilities. Eligible projects
include improving pedestrian and bicycle facilities to schools, libraries, governmental buildings,
hospitals, transit facilities, public parks, and other public places. All public roads, state and locally owned,
are eligible under the SRTPPP.

Types of eligible projects may include but are not limited to:

- Pedestrian facilities (sidewalks, crosswalks, signs & signal devices)

- Curb extensions

- Bicycle facilities (on-street, buffered and separated bike lanes, cycle tracks, shared use paths)
- Traffic calming

- Busturnouts
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- Enhanced signing and striping (Sharrows, bike lane markings, bike boxes, crosswalks, etc.)
Applications must be submitted by the project sponsor.

For improvements on locally owned roadways and right-of-ways, the project sponsor must be the local

government entity that owns the roadway and will ultimately be responsible for maintaining the safety
improvements provided by the project.

For improvements on state owned roadways and right-of-ways, the project sponsor must be the local

government entity that will ultimately assume responsibility for maintaining the safety improvements
provided by the project. Sponsors are encouraged to work with the DOTD Districts to determine priority
projects on state routes. The DOTD District Administrator must concur with scope of the project prior to
the project being accepted into the Program.

If a portion of the project is to be constructed on right-of-way not owned by the project sponsor, a letter
of endorsement from the owner must accompany the application. For example, improvements on School,
Library or other private / governmental building property will require an endorsement letter from the
property owner included in the application.

Project applications are generally solicited and accepted on an annual basis. Applications are evaluated in
a competitive manner using standardized criteria applied to the assessment of pedestrian and / or bicyclist
safety and project feasibility. Positive consideration is given for projects that reflect priorities in Local
Complete Street Plans (as defined in EDSM 11.2.1.14, see Appendix B), DOTD Bicycle Planning Tool
(http://ladotd.maps.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?webmap=2fa6dd795292471f8cc4f72ce6f60c3c), the
Regional Safety Coalition Action Plans, and/or other locally adopted transportation plans.

A Sponsor may submit more than one application per advertisement cycle. Should site improvement
projected costs exceed the maximum funding limitation, sponsors may elect to split the project into
smaller segments and submit multiple (phased) applications. Sponsor’s submitting multiple applications
in one advertisement cycle, whether for multiple sites or phased applications, must provide a local priority
for the funding allocation. Applications for phased work will be evaluated independently. Subsequent
phases will not receive any priority grading.

After applications are received, a confirmation email will be sent verifying receipt of the project
application. The project sponsor will be contacted if additional information is necessary during the project
application evaluation process.
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PROJECT APPLICATION AND SELECTION PROCESSES

APPLICATION PROCESS

The SRTPPP Project Selection Committee reviews and evaluates project applications. Each applicant must
complete the electronic application file found on the DOTD Local Public Agency website. One (1)
completed hard copy must be submitted along with an electronic pdf file on CD or USB flash drive. The
application must be certified by an entity employee who has legal authority to enter into a contract on
behalf of the LPA to implement the project.

To save time in processing the application, please follow directions and provide all requested application
documentation as follows:

Project scope

Supporting data analysis and local plan, if applicable

Pictures of site

Map of site(s) including street names and historical districts (if applicable)
Detailed and accurate cost estimate

Signed certification by legal authority

Responsible charge form

Endorsement letter(s) from additional property owners (as applicable)

Sm e o0 Ty

Accurate cost estimates for the services to be performed are extremely important to ensure that adequate
funding is provided. If a project cost increases more than the maximum funding limitation, the LPA will
be required to revise the application and may be required to reapply. Funding requests should take into
account that the project may not be under construction until the third (3rd) year after award of the
project. It is recommended that the services of a professional engineer familiar with DOTD procedures
be acquired to assist in the development of the required project services and cost estimates compliant
with DOTD standards. Costs for professional services associated with preparation of the application are
not eligible for reimbursement.

Refer to Appendix A for information on how to submit an Application.

SELECTION PROCESS

The selection process consists of two evaluation steps:
Step 1: Project Safety Impact Assessment
Step 2: Project Feasibility Assessment

The application will be graded on specific evaluation factors detailed below. Higher value (i.e. weight) is
given to safety improvement potential and/or data driven factors. The weight is multiplied by the
evaluation factor grade and then summed to achieve a total score.
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STEP 1: PROJECT SAFETY IMPACT ASSESSMENT

SAFETY EVALUATION FACTORS
The safety evaluation factors and grading criteria are shown below.

Factor

Grading Criteria

Identified through a local
plan as defined in EDSM
1.2.1.14

(weight factor: medium)

High - Project site is included in local or state pedestrian / bicycle /
transit plan for improved safety with high priority designation

Medium- Project site is included in local or state pedestrian / bicycle /
transit plan for improved safety with medium or low priority designation
Low- Project site is not included in any pedestrian / bicycle / transit plan
for improved safety

Enhances connectivity to
a local pedestrian /
bicycle / transit network

(weight factor: high)

High — Provides a new and vital connection to an existing pedestrian /
bicycle / transit network that enhances public safety

Medium — Improves connectivity to an existing pedestrian / bicycle /
transit network that enhances public safety

Low — Includes only a localized enhancement or upgrade to an existing
facility without enhancing network connectivity

Pedestrian / Bicycle
Crashes reported within
one mile of public place
for pedestrians and/or
two miles for bicycles

(weight factor: high)

Rating should reflect use of appropriate pedestrian and/or bicycle
incident data relative to the scope of project within the last five years:
High - Project site has high number of reported crashes (typically > 20)
Medium - Project site has moderate number of reported crashes
(typically between 5 and 20)

Low- Project site has few crashes reported (typically <5)

Pedestrian / Bicycle
Crashes severity reported
within one mile of public
place for pedestrian and
two miles for bicycles

(weight factor: high)

Rating should reflect use of appropriate pedestrian and/or bicycle
incident data relative to the scope of project within the last five years:
High - Crash data includes a fatality or severe injuries account for
typically > 10% of crashes

Medium - Crash data includes moderate injuries

Low - Project site has no reported crashes
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Identified Pedestrian /
Bicycle Risks

(weight factor: medium)

Rating should reflect safety risk with local vehicular traffic relative to the
current condition or lack of proper facility to support pedestrian / bicycle
traffic (i.e. no sidewalk may rate higher than a sidewalk in need of repair,
large number of countermeasures at high volume intersections may rate
higher than a sidewalk project with minimal number of intersections):
High - Application includes strong evidence of specific locations with
supporting pictures and maps that clearly identify the potential safety
risks for pedestrian and/or bicycles walking or operating along, adjacent
or across the roadway(s) within the proposed project limits. Alternatively
for bicycles, proposed location is indicated as a priority on the Statewide
Bicycle Planning Tool.

Medium - Application includes some evidence of specific locations with
supporting pictures and maps that clearly identify the potential safety
risks for pedestrian and/or bicycles walking or operating along, adjacent
or across the roadway(s) within the proposed project limits.

Low - Application provides no evidence of specific locations that clearly
identifies the potential risks for pedestrian and/or bicycles walking or
operating along, adjacent or across the roadway(s) within the proposed
project limits.

Systemic Analysis of
Pedestrian and Bicycle
Crashes — (two lane
undivided street,
intersection,
uncontrolled, no
shoulder)

(weight factor: medium)

Rating should reflect use of appropriate pedestrian and/or bicycle
systemic analysis relative to the scope of project:

High - Application project limits include a high number of specific
locations with high risk conditions (two lane undivided street,
intersection, uncontrolled, no shoulder) within the proposed project
limits.

Medium - Application project limits include a moderate number of
specific locations with high risk conditions (two lane undivided street,
intersection, uncontrolled, no shoulder) within the proposed project
limits.

Low - Application project limits include a very low number of specific
locations with high risk conditions (two lane undivided street,
intersection, uncontrolled, no shoulder) within the proposed project
limits.

Pedestrian / Bicycle
Demand (high current or
projected usage)

(weight factor: medium)

Rating should reflect potential for pedestrians within one mile of public
place and/or bicycles within two miles of the public place:

High - Application demonstrates through statistical data, user surveys,
community outreach or other data analysis that a high potential for
pedestrian and/or bicycle traffic will exist with implemented safety
improvements. (typically >100 or 40% of public place users)

Medium - Application demonstrates through statistical data, user
surveys, community outreach or other data analysis that a moderate
potential for pedestrian and/or bicycle traffic will exist with implemented
safety improvements. (typically >50 or 20% of public place users)
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Low - Application does not provide data to support a claim that potential
pedestrian and/or biker traffic will exist with implemented safety
improvements. (typically <50 or <20% of public place users)

Roadway Characteristics
(road classification, ADT,
speed, # of conflict points,
# of lanes)

(weight factor: medium)

Rating should reflect a combination of potential pedestrian/bicycle safety
risks with vehicular traffic relative to the scope of the project:

High — Numerous higher risk roadway characteristics: Expressway -
Principle Arterial, ADT> 5000, Speed >40mph, conflict points typically
>10, multiple lanes, etc.

Medium — Moderate number of higher risk roadway characteristics:
Minor Arterial - Major Collector, ADT> 500, Speed <30 mph, conflict
points typically<5, lack of shoulders, two-way traffic, etc.

Low — Minimal or no higher risk roadway characteristics.

Other supporting risk data
analysis

(weight factor: low)

Rating should be based on outcome and quality of additional supporting
data not identified or addressed in previous evaluation factors (e.g. high
number of disabled users):

High - Application includes additional high quality site specific data and
data analysis that support the need and/or potential safety risk reduction
provided by safety improvements

Medium - Application includes additional site specific data to support the
need and/or potential safety risk reduction provided by safety
improvements

Low - No additional supporting data and/or data analysis provided

Safety Effectiveness
(potential to reduce
vehicle /pedestrian
crashes with
implementation of
pedestrian/bicycle safety
countermeasures)

(weight factor: high)

Rating should reflect safety risk with local vehicular traffic relative to the
safety improvements proposed in the application: (i.e. new sidewalk on
road with no shoulders may rate higher than a sidewalk in need of repair,
safety improvements at high volume intersection(s) may rate higher than
sidewalk(s) with low ADT:

High - Application includes proven safety improvements that clearly
address the potential safety risks for pedestrian / bicycle conflict with
vehicular traffic walking or operating along, adjacent or across the
roadway(s)

Medium - Application includes safety improvements that may address
the potential safety risks for pedestrian / bicycle conflicts with vehicular
traffic walking or operating along, adjacent or across the roadway(s)
Low - Application project limits include a very low number of specific
locations that clearly address the potential safety risks for pedestrian /
bicycle conflicts with vehicular traffic walking or operating along,
adjacent or across the roadway(s)
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Implementing FHWA Rating should reflect the number of implemented FHWA Proven
Proven Countermeasures | Countermeasures employed on the project.

for pedestrian/ bicycles: High - Project includes use of three or more countermeasures

1. Median & Pedestrian Medium - Project includes use at least two countermeasure
Crossing Islands Low - Project does not include any countermeasures

2. Pedestrian Hybrid
Beacon

3. Leading Pedestrian
Interval

4. Road Diets (Roadway
Reconfiguration w/
Pedestrian/Bicycle Safety
Improvement)

5. Walkways

(weight factor: medium)

PRIORITY PROJECT SHORT LIST

A short list of potential projects will be developed based on results of Evaluation Step 1. Projects provided
on the Short List do not represent or imply approval for funding or implementation. The short list may
contain projects that will not be funded. The final approved list will be determined with information
provided from a Step 2 Feasibility Report. Upon completion of Step 2, all application Sponsors will receive
formal notification of the status of their application. The Short List will also be posted on the DOTD
website.

STEP 2: PROJECT FEASIBILITY ASSESSMENT

PROJECT FEASIBILITY REPORT

DOTD, or its engineering consultant, will prepare a Project Feasibility Report for each application on the
short list. The Consultant shall meet with the DOTD Project Manager (PM) and Sponsor (LPA Responsible
Charge) for a scoping meeting, visit the project site(s) and prepare a project feasibility report. Each report
shall contain a detailed scope, a cost estimate for engineering and construction, and a time schedule for
completion.

SITE VISITS
Site visits and scoping meetings are conducted at the proposed project location(s) within three months of
notification of selection to the Short List.

The primary goals of the site visit include:

e Review application information, data and project scope.
e Review the process, procedures, and implementation of the program. For LPAs who are
participating in the program for the first time, this is a chance to ask questions about the process.
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e Conduct a visual examination of the existing conditions and the proposed project as outlined in
the application.

e Review project scope, construction items and costs with the LPA to determine if application
accurately reflects the estimated construction activities necessary for the site conditions.

PROJECT FEASIBILITY FACTORS

Factor Grading Criteria
Previous SRTPPP/SRTS Rating based on the number of projects a sponsor has been awarded in
awards the previous five years
High — No awards in previous five years
(Weight factor: low) Med -0 - 4 awards in previous five years
Low — >4 awards in previous five years
Financial Support Rating based on percentage of total funds provided by sponsor for
eligible costs to include design engineering, construction, right-of-way,
(Weight factor: medium) etc.:

High — Sponsor provides substantial financial support (typically >20%)
Medium - Sponsor provides some financial support (typically >10%)
Low — 100% of project eligible costs provided by Federal Funds

R/W Requirements Rating based on potential need for R/W and estimated R/W acquisition
costs applied to the project funds when R/W is required:
(weight factor: high) High - Federal funds not used for additional right of way

Medium - Federal funds used for additional right of way < 10% of total
project costs

Low — Federal funds used for additional right of way > 20% of total
project costs

Drainage Issues High - Drainage costs < 5% of total project costs
Medium — Drainage costs >5% and < 25% of total project costs
(weight factor: high) Low - Drainage costs > 25% of total project costs

FINAL SELECTION

The final ranking of short list projects will be determined by the SRTPPP Project Selection Committee
based on the combined score from Step 1 and Step 2. Upon completion of Step 2, a final priority ranking
of projects will be developed. The number of projects approved for the SRTPPP program will be
determined based on available program funds. All Sponsors of Short List Projects will receive formal
notification as to whether their application was approved for funding. Approved projects will be posted
on the DOTD website.
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IMPLEMENTATION OF PROJECTS

ENTITY/STATE AGREEMENT

After final project selection, the local government agency must enter into an Entity/State Agreement prior
to project initiation. The agreement is a legally-binding contract between the Sponsor and the DOTD. In
order to expedite initiation of the process, the Entity/State Agreement should be signed within 60 days of
receipt. The agreement will specify the responsibilities of the local Sponsor and the DOTD, depending on
the engineering option selected by the Entity. Prior to execution of the agreement by DOTD, the LPA
Responsible Charge for the Entity must have completed or be registered for the next available offering of
the LPA Qualification Core Training. To learn more about the Qualification Core Training or register online,
visit the LTAP website at www.ltrc.Isu.edu/Itap/

Once the entity/state agreement is executed, project funding will be allocated to the project to be directly
administered by DOTD as specified in the Entity/State Agreement.

LPA RESPONSIBLE CHARGE

The Sponsor must provide a full time employee of the Entity to be in “LPA Responsible Charge” of the
Project. The LPA Responsible Charge need not be an engineer. The LPA Responsible Charge is expected to
be able to perform the following duties and functions for the project:

1. Acts as primary point of contact for the Entity with the DOTD;

2. Participate in decisions regarding cost, time and scope of the Project, including changed/unforeseen
conditions or scope changes that require change orders or supplemental agreements;

3. Visit and review the Project on a frequency that is appropriate in light of the magnitude and complexity
of the Project;

4. Provide assistance or clarification to DOTD and its consultants, as requested;

5. Attend Project meetings as determined by the DOTD Responsible Charge, and shall attend the Project’s
“Final Inspection”;

6. Review QA/QC forms, Plan/Constructability/Biddability Review form, and other current DOTD quality
assurance documents.

The LPA Responsible Charge will be the responsible for ensuring that entity supplied information is
provided to DOTD in a timely manner. Examples of information required from the entities is as follows:

e Location of existing Right-of-Way limits within the project boundaries
e Executed Right of Entry Forms for work performed outside existing or acquired Entity Right-of-
Way boundaries
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e Permits

e Project compliance letters (see example in appendix)

e Processing of original or revised entity-state agreement and Funding Commitment Letters
e Project specific questions are answered by the appropriate person.

ENGINEERING

If federal funds are used, DOTD or its consultant will conduct appropriate engineering studies, perform
project designs, prepare plans, prepare estimates and prepare construction bid proposals. DOTD or its
consultant will serve as the “Project Responsible Charge” for the Project pursuant to 23 CFR635.105. DOTD
or its consultant will perform the required work and prepare all necessary plans, specifications, and
estimates to implement the installation or construction of the safety improvement project.

The project sponsor, at its expense, may elect to conduct appropriate engineering studies, perform project
designs, prepare plans, and prepare estimates. The Sponsor will serve as the “Project Responsible Charge”
for the Project pursuant to 23 CFR635.105 for the preconstruction phase of the project. The design
standards shall comply with the criteria prescribed in 23 CFR Part 625 (“Design Standards for Highways”)
and DOTD guidelines. In the event that the Sponsor elects to contract with a consultant to perform this
work, the Sponsor shall transfer to DOTD any rights that the Sponsor may have to recover from the
provider of pre-construction engineering services. The Entity is prohibited from selecting or approving any
consultant or sub-consultant who is on DOTD’s disqualified list or who has been debarred pursuant to
LSA-R.S. 48:295.1 et seq.

ENVIRONMENTAL CLEARANCE

Most safety improvement projects will be Programmatic Categorical Exclusions (PCE). However, all
construction projects will require an environmental evaluation to determine the appropriate level of
environmental clearance document required under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).
Projects in designated historical districts and/or Coastal Management Zone may require additional
environmental clearance and permit requirements. DOTD or its consultant will provide environmental
services for the project.

RIGHT-OF-WAY (ROW) AcQUISITION AND RELOCATION SERVICES

ROW acquisition and relocation services are eligible for federal funding and will be subject to the project
federal funding limitations.

Right of Way Acquisition will consist of the following:

e Providing funding for property acquisition and/or relocation
e Providing deed, sale, servitude and agreement documents
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Right of Way Acquisition Services will consist of the following:

e Title Research Reports
e Property Surveys

e Title Updates

o Title Take-Offs

e  Appraisals

For additional ROW acquired with federal funds regardless of who owns the ROW, the DOTD shall provide
ROW acquisition and relocation services.

For additional ROW acquired with local funds on locally owned right-of-way, the sponsor shall perform
any ROW acquisition and relocation services in accordance with the project schedule.

Regardless of whether federal or local funds are used to acquire ROW, the following provision apply:

1. Acquisition of all real property and property rights required for this Project shall be in accordance
with all applicable State and Federal Laws, including Title 49 CFR, Part 24 as amended; Title 23
CFR, Part 710 as amended; DOTD’s Right-of-Way Manual; DOTD’s LPA Right-of-Way Manual;
DOTD’s Guide to Title Abstracting and any additional written instructions as given by the DOTD
Real Estate Section.

2. Acquisition of real property for the project becomes subject to the provisions of the Federal
Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, no matter if
carried out by federal, state, local agencies, or by private parties. A LADOTD certified appraiser
must perform right-of-way appraisals to determine property value even if Federal funds are not
used for property acquisition. For additional information concerning ROW procedures, consult
the LPA Real Estate Manual at the following web address on the LADOTD website:

www.dotd.louisiana.gov/highways/project_devel/realestate/realestate.asp?page=manual

ENTITY REVIEWS

Entities, through the LPA Responsible Charge, should be actively involved in the project scoping, plan
reviews and approvals to control increases and overruns as they may jeopardize completion of the entire
project. The Entity must review project plans and engineering construction cost estimates at various
stages of the plan development and approval process. Should the construction & right-of-way acquisition
costs increase beyond the project funding limitation, the entity will have the opportunity to revise the
scope of the project, provide local funds, or terminate the project.

UTILITY RELOCATION
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All utility relocation must be done by the LPA prior to advertisement for construction of the project. No
utility relocation activity will be reimbursable.

ADMINISTRATIVE COSTS
Administrative costs are not eligible for reimbursement. Some examples of actions considered to be
administrative are application preparation, certification and transmittal, and management.

NON-PARTICIPATING ITEMS

Iltems that are ineligible for federal funding may be included in the construction contract with DOTD
approval as nonparticipating items with the funding to be provided by the Entity or others. The Entity
shall provide all funds to DOTD for nonparticipating items as described in the Entity-State Agreement prior
to advertisement for construction of the project.

PERMITS

PROJECT CONSTRUCTION ON STATE OWNED RIGHT-OF-WAY

With the exception of Coastal Use Permit & Corp of Engineer Permit, the Entity shall be responsible for
obtaining required permits and approvals from private or public individuals pursuant to local, State or
Federal rules, regulations, or laws.

For Coastal Use Permit & Corp of Engineer Permit, the DOTD shall be responsible for obtaining necessary
permits and approvals from the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources and the Corp of Engineers.

PROJECTS CONSTRUCTION ON LOCALLY OWNED RIGHT-OF-WAY

The Entity shall be responsible for obtaining all required permits and approvals from private or public
individuals pursuant to local, State or Federal rules, regulations, or laws. DOTD may provide guidance for
preparation of required permits.

For Coastal Use Permit & Corp of Engineer Permit, DOTD will provide the necessary supporting
documentation and provide application assistance. The entity will be responsible for submitting permit
request to the Louisiana Department of Natural Resources and the Corp of Engineers.

CONSTRUCTION

This is the major category of work for eligible SRTPPP activities involving the actual construction of the
project. DOTD will advertise the job, accept bids and hold the contract for the work. On locally owned
roads, the Entity shall grant DOTD access to the site to perform the work. The entity shall be responsible
for obtaining rights of entry for all properties not on local or state owned right-of-way.

DOTD shall prepare construction proposals, advertise for and receive bids for the work, and award the
contract to the lowest responsible bidder. DOTD will advertise for and receive bids for the work in
accordance with DOTD’s standard procedures. All such bids will be properly tabulated, extended, and
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summarized to determine the official low bidder. The award of the contract shall comply with state law
and the latest edition of the Louisiana Standard Specifications for Roads and Bridges. The contract will
be awarded by DOTD following the favorable recommendation of award by the DOTD Review Committee
to the DOTD Chief Engineer. Construction contracts will be prepared by DOTD after the award of contract.

CONSTRUCTION CONTRACT ADMINISTRATION
This includes the cost to provide contract administration, inspection and materials testing services during
the project construction. DOTD or its consultant will perform contract administration for the project.

DOTD (or DOTD consultant) will be responsible for construction contract administration. DOTD will
provide construction material testing services. After all phases of work under the construction contract
and the Final Inspection has been completed, DOTD will formally accept the work with a Final Acceptance.
Upon issuance of the Final Acceptance by DOTD, the Entity shall assume the ownership and maintenance
of the improvement at its expense. The Final Acceptance shall be recorded by DOTD in the appropriate
parish. Before making the Final Inspection, DOTD shall notify the Entity, and the Entity shall have
representative(s) present for such inspection. The project shall be vested in the Entity but shall be subject
to DOTD and FHWA requirements and regulations concerning abandonment, disposal, encroachments
and/or uses for non-highway purposes.
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APPENDIX A: SRTPPP APPLICATION FORMAT

1)

2)

Sponsor Information

a)

b)
c)

d)

Provide official name, mailing address, and identification numbers of governmental entity
submitting application

Provide name and contact information of Responsible Charge Person
Provide entity consultant name and contact information (if applicable)

Complete LPA Responsible Charge Form

Public Place(s) Information / Project Identification

a)
b)

c)

Provide Public Place facility information and contact
Provide name of project

Provide project limits and location

Problem Identification

a)

b)
c)
d)

f)

Describe existing condition and potential safety risks to walking/bicycling to public facility(s)
identified in the application

Provide pictures of existing conditions
Describe current pedestrian or cyclist activity

Provide statistical data through pedestrian / bicycle counts, population data, user surveys,
community outreach or other data that supports a high potential for pedestrian and/or bicycle
user demand with implemented safety improvements. Specific data needs to represent user
demand to the public facility within one mile for pedestrians and two miles for bicyclists

Provide any additional data and/or data analysis that support a need for the proposed
improvements such as traffic infractions, parking tickets, etc.

Provide roadway characteristics of the existing road facility such as ADT, speed, intersections that
pose a safety risk to pedestrians and/or bicyclists

Project Scope and Details of Proposed Improvement

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

Describe work necessary for the project

Identify the safety improvements proposed to mitigate high risk road features to pedestrians
and/or bicyclists

Provide supporting data for projecting the benefits of the safety improvements such as potential
risk reductions, increase facility use, etc. to support a & b above

Provide maps, plans and photographs as applicable to identify safety improvement locations and
boundaries

Provide any other supporting risk data analysis

Local Safety Plan and Network Connectivity
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7)

a) Provide adopted local plan (if applicable) indicating priority of proposed project and safety
improvements.

b) Provide how the proposed project will enhance or improve connectivity to a pedestrian / bicycle
/ transit network. (if applicable)

Project Partners

a) Provide endorsement letters for other government entity owners of public places with proposed
work on their property.

b) Provide endorsement letters for private property owner(s) of public places with proposed work
on their property.

General Information and Pre-Construction Engineering Option

a) Select option for responsible party for preconstruction engineering
b) Provide consultant name and contact information (if applicable)
c) Provide projected need for utility relocations and additional right-of-way

Project Cost (accurate & comprehensive)

a) Provide a detailed cost estimate

b) List items with description, estimated quantities, unit prices, and total amount
c) Include items for mobilization, signs, and barricades, construction layout, etc.
d) Indicate those items being paid for with local funds (if any)

Application Link

http://wwwsp.dotd.la.gov/Inside LaDOTD/Divisions/Multimodal/Highway Safety/SRTPPP/Pages/default.
aspx
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APPENDIX B: COMPLETE STREETS EDSM

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND DEVELOPMENT

OFFICE OF ENGINEERING EDSM No: 11.2.1.14
ENGINEERING DIRECTIVES AND STANDARDS
VOLUME Il | Revisiom Date: | 04/19/2016

CHAPTER | 2 | Effective Date: | 01/04/2000

SECTION 1 -

DIRECTIVE | 13 Subject: Complete Streets

1. PURPOSE
The purpose of this directive is to implement the complete street policy.
2. SCOPE

This policy applies to the State highway system and to local roads where state or federal funds
will be used, as well as to any improvements to the State highway system funded by a private
entity, Parish or local government that are constructed by permit.

3. STATE LAWS

* Louisiana Revised Statute RS 32:1 Definitions
Louisiana Revised Statute RS 48:22.1 Complete Streets, findings, requirements, exceptions
Louisiana Revised Statute RS 48:163.1 Use of highway funds for hicyele facilities

1. DEFINITIONS

v Bicycle facility - any physical facility provided for the exclusive or semi-exclusive use of
bicycles. This includes but is not limited to unmarked shared roadways, marked shared
toadways, bicyele lanes, shared use paths, and end of trip facilities.

» Bicycle lane - the part of the roadway adjacent to the travel lane, designated by official signs
or markings for the preferential or exclusive use by bicycles and electric mobility aid users. It
is for one-way travel, in the same direction as the adjacent traffic lane.

v Complete street — Roadways that are designed and operated to enable safe access and travel
for all users, including pedestrians, bicyclists, motorists and transit users of all ages and
abilities.

v Complete street plan or Bicycle plan or Pedestrian plan or Transit Plan or Plan - an
adopted plan by local government by formal resolution or signature by Mayor, Parish President
or Police Jury that addresses the local community’s bicycle, pedestrian and/or transit facilities.
At aminimum this plan shall include: 1) a map with the labeled roadways within the local area
with the different types of bicycle, pedestrian and transit infrastructure labeled such as a)
transportation or recreation, b) bicycle lane, cycle track, sidewalk, on street facility, shelter,
shared use path, side path, etc.; 2) a description of the facility types and how they provide a
transportation network for non-motorized traffic: 3) a list of the state and local routes with the
proposed infrastructure improvements identified. This plan shall be used to assist the DOTD
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in determining the appropriate infrastructure for each construction project within the local
community.

Crosswalk - (a) That part of a roadway at an intersection included within the connections of
the lateral lines of the sidewalks, shoulders, or a combination thereof on opposite sides of the
highway measured from the curbs or, in absence of curbs, from the edges of the traversable
roadway or if there is neither a sidewalk nor shoulder, a crosswalk is the portion of the roadway
at an intersection that would be included within the prolongation of the lateral lines of the
sidewalk, shoulder, or both on the opposite side of the street if there were a sidewalk or
shoulder. (b) Any portion of a roadway at an intersection or elsewhere distinctly indicated for
pedestrian crossing by lines or other markings on the surface.

Cycle track - the part of the roadway separated from the adjacent travel lane by a painted
buffer, designated by official signs or markings for the exclusive use by bicycles. It is typically
for one-way travel, in the same direction as the adjacent traffic lane.

Independent right-of-way - general term denoting right-of-way outside the boundaries of a
conventional highway.

Mobility aid - a device used by individuals to ambulate independently and that is human or
electric powered and used in- or outdoors,

Pedestrian - any person afoot or utilizing a mobility aid,

Pedestrian and Bicycle Transportation Network — consists of 4 series of interconnected
facilities that allow non-motorized road users of all ages and abilities to safely and
conveniently get where they need to go.

Separated Bicycle Lane — an exclusive facility for bicyclists that is located adjacent to the
roadway and that is physically separated from the motor vehicle traffic with a vertical element.
A separated bicyele lane will have to be justified for each location since the MUTCD does not
recommend vertical elements. Justification will have to consider at a minimum the type of
vertical element, the turning movements and number and frequency of right turn lanes. Sinee
there is a vertical element separating the bicycle lane from the roadway a maintenance
agreement with a local municipality shall be required.

Shared use path or Shared use trail or Multi use path - a public way separated by open
space, or grade from motor traffic, either within the highway nght-of-way or within an
independent right-of-way that is designated for use by pedestrians, mobility aid users, and
persons riding bicycles, May be either one way or two way.

Shared Lane — a lane of a traveled way that i3 open to both bicycle and motor vehicle travel.
This lane may or may not have markings or signs.

Shoulder - the portion of the highway contiguous with the roadway for accommodation of
stopped vehicles, for emergency use, pedestrian use, mobility aid use, bicycle use, and for
lateral support of base and surface.

Sidewalk - that portion of a highway between the curb lines, or the lateral lines of a highway,
and the adjacent property lines, intended for the use of pedestrians. Typically, concrete or
asphalt. May be placed on independent right of way.

Sidepath - a shared use path located immediately adjacent and parallel to a roadway. Allowed
on roadways with low driveway density. One way facilities are preferred.

Transit facilities — improvements to roadways and access that help create safe and comfortable
transit stops and smooth predictable transit trips.
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5. POLICY

a. DOTD will strive to accommodate pedestrians, bicyelists, and transit users by providing
appropriate safe crossings, providing corridor continuity and ensuring transportation projects
comply with the current accessibility guidelines. Provisions for all users will be integrated
into the project development process for the entirety of all projects through design features,
using Context Sensitive Solutions (CSS). All projects shall consider the impact that
improvements will have on safety for all users and make reasonable efforts to mitigate
negative impacts on non-motorized modes. Restricting non-motorized access should not be
considered an appropriate strategy with the exception of those limited access facilities where
pedestrians and bicyclists are prohibited.

b. Facilities, such as interstates, where bicyclists and pedestrians are prohibited by law from
using the roadway shall be excluded from this policy.

¢. DOTD Design Guidelines shall include guidance for complete streets facilities appropriate to
the context of the roadway.

d. On all new and reconstruction roadway projects that serve adjacent areas with existing or
reasonably foreseeable future development or transit service, DOTD should plan, fund, and
design pedestrian, bicycle and transit facilities. The appropriate facility type will be
determined by the context of the roadway with local involvement as determined by the DOTD
Design Guidelines and the complete street plan.

e. On projects that are preservation/operations/rehabilitation/replacement only, DOTD will only
consider improvements that do not require right-of-way acquisition, utility relocation,
relocating or enclosing roadside drainage or major construction to provide bicyele, pedestrian
or transit accommaodations. These improvements may include narrowing lanes. restriping,
road reconfiguration and other means of providing improved bicycle and pedestrian access
according to the complete street plan.

f. This EDSM may not apply to minor projects such as TSM projects, spot replacements,
intersection improvements, turn lane projects, etc. if bicycle, pedestrian or transit facilities do
not exist.

g. In assessing the need for a particular facility, the DOTD shall give priority to the connection
of pedestrian, transit and/or bicycle traffic generators (e.g., schools, shopping centers, parks
and recreational areas, subdivisions). The DOTD shall utilize the Bicycle Planning Tool for
bicycle facilities.

h. Maintenance and liability for sidewalks and bicycle facilities outside the limits of the curb or
barrier will be the responsibility of the local jurisdiction, This shall include separated bicyele
lanes and any appurtenances in addition to the pavement. Maintenance and liability
agreements will be required as a provision of the entire project or these facilities shall he
excluded from the project.
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i. The addition of bicycle, pedestrian, and transit facilities should be excluded from the project
if the cost of providing such facilities is excessively disproportionate (defined as exceeding
20% of the construction cost of the project) unless the local entity contributes the additional
funds for those projects with complete street facilities.

j. Consideration of complete street facilities for non-motorized access and mobility shall be
included in feasibility of project development. Documentation of decisions and approprate
analysis 1s required in the feasibility report. If this documentation is not provided then the
project shall not move forward.

6, IMPLEMENTATION

a. All feasibility reports completed after the implementation date of this policy shall include
complete streets considerations as required based on project type and scope.

b. The Project Manager at the feasibility stage shall contact the local government to determine if
a complete street plan exists as defined in this document. The Project Manager shall request a
written recommendation from the affected local entity concerning the need for complete streets
facilities in the project. The entity will also be required to provide a commitment for
maintenance and liability for any facilities recommended which are outside the curb or
shoulder of the proposed roadway. Upon receipt of the recommendation of facilities and
commitment for maintenance and liability, DOTD will consider facilities for inclusion in the
project. After any required analysis or alternatives have been reviewed and complete streets
facilities have been determined to be feasible for inclusion in the project, the Project Manager
shall request an entity agreement be executed for the maintenance and liability. The entity
agreement shall be executed prior to incorporation of the complete streets facility into the
design of the project. If the complete streets facilities are not feasible or cannot be included
within compliance of this policy, the local entity will be notified of this decision by the Project
Manager.

¢. If no plan exists or the entity chooses not to make a recommendation, the Project Manager
shall request a written recommendation from the DOTD District Administrator. At a minimum
the consideration shall be given to a mimimum 4 foot paved shoulder, if:
i. funds allow, and
ii. appropriate for the roadway, and
iii. all conditions of this policy are met.

d. For projects that are past the feasibility stage at the time of the revision date, the Project
Manager at the current stage shall follow the above implementation.

7. WAIVERS

The Project Manager may request a waiver from the Chief Engineer with the proper
justification.
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8. APPLICATION OF STANDARDS

These standards shall apply immediately for all projects not in final plan development at the
time of the revision date.

9. OTHER ISSUANCES AFFECTED

All directives, memoranda or instructions issued heretofore in conflict with this directive are
hereby rescinded.

10. IMPLEMENTATION

This directive will become effective immediately upon issuance.
/ R . b [me

// Chief Engineer

ge



APPENDIX C: INFORMATIONAL LINKS

http://wwwsp.dotd.la.gov/Inside LaDOTD/Divisions/Multimodal/Highway Safety/SRTPPP/Pages/default.aspx
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Safe Routes
Safe Routes to Public Places

Safe Routes to Public Places Program (SRTPPP)

SRTPPP is part of the overall Highway Safety Improvement Program (HSIP) and falls under the
umbrzlla of the Lovisiana Strategic Highway Safety Plan {SHSP). The vision for the SHSP is Destination
Zaro Dasths and the HSIP is the core federal-sid program that sims to impl=ment the SHSP= mizsion to
achizve a signilicant reduction in Tatalilizs and =zrcus injuries on all public rmads. To address the need
to reducs pedestrian and bicyclist fatalities and injunes, HSIP funds are sligible to be spent on projects
to improve safety for pedestrians and bicyclists on all public mads {=tate-owned and locally-owned).

Funding

Federal funds for the pmoject are provided for 100% of project oosts with no reguired local match within
the limits of the DOTD's project funding commitment and =ligibility reqguirements.

Eligibility
Ary public agency iz eligible Iz submit a project application.

Public agenci== may apply to fund projects for the purpos= of fadlitating the development and
impl=mantation of projects that will improve =afsty for pedestisns, bicydlists, and transit wders of all
ages and abilities.

Eligibl= projects incdude improving pedestrian and bicycle fadilities to schools, libran=s, govemmental
buildings=, hospitals, transit facilities, public parks, and other public places,

Al pulblic roads, statz and lecally owned, are sligible undezr the SRTPPP.

What's New

Application Process Timeline

Our next application cycle will open February 2, 2017 with a deadiine of March 21, 2017.

E) 2017 SRTPPP Application.docx ) Safe Routes to Public Places Program Guidelines
2017.pdf

SRTPPP Workshop
When: Wednesday, February 1, 2017
Where: Transportation Training Edwcation C=nter {TTEC)

4025 Gourmier &venue, Baton Rowge, LA 7OEDE
Purpasé; The purpose of this workshop is to introduwce the Safe Rouvtes to Public Places Program to
intzrested public =ntitizs and o cutline the program reqguirements and guidelines for polzntial projects.
The prez=ntstions with addre=s project funding, eligibility, s=lection, and implemantation. & review of

the application form and proce=s will alzo be incheded.

Registration for the workshop may be made at: hitpa/ Swenendtredsoedo f fr/srtpp_17.html
Pleasz forward all gquestions by email to:

Mark Morvant, P.E., mark.morvant@la.gov
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LADOTD Bicycle Planning Tool

2fa6dd795292471f8cc4f72ceb6f60c3c

http://ladotd.maps.arcgis.com/home/webmap/viewer.html?webmap
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http://www.pedbikesafe.org/

P E D BI KE SA F E Pedestrian Safety Guide and Countermeasure Selection System
Bicycle Safety Guide and Countermeasure Selection System

The Pedestrian Safety PE DS AF E

Guide fmd Counter_measure TT T T T
Selection System is

B EY DTG Index Countermeasures
practitioners with the latest
information available for
improving the safety and .
mobility of those who walk. Guide

Explore all available resources. Also: selection tool, matrices.

Case Studies

Create a viable pedestrian system. Examples of various treatments.

BIKESAFE The Bicycle Safety Guide

T 1T 1 1 | and Countermeasure

Selection System is
Index Countermeasures intended to provide
practitioners with the latest
information available for

Guide Case Studies improving the safety and
mobility of those who

bicycle.

Explore all available resources. Also: selection tool, matrices.

Create a viable bicycling system. Examples of various treatments.

Fed ay
(t" Administration
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http://www.pedbikeinfo.org/data/index.cfm

Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center

Data & Resources Community Support Planning & Design Training & Events  Programs & Campaigns

DATA & RESOURCES

Library Data and Resources
Case Studies
White Paper Series

Frequently Asked
Questions

State by State
Information

International
Information

Fact Sheets
Who's Walking and Bicycling
Safety Guide
Crash Statistics

Health Benefits

Economic Benefits
Environmental Benefits The Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center holds a wealth of case studies, research,
it s Taas guides and other information related to pedestrian and bicycle safety, engineering,

education and enforcement.

ABOUT PBIC RESOURCES SHARE WITH US

Who we are PBIC Webinars Share photos

What we do FAQs Follow us on Twitter

Newsroom PBIC Library Like PBIC on Facebook PBIC |mage

Contact PBIC Case Studies Sign up for our newsletter Library L

HIGHWAY SAFETY and maintained by the Pedestrian and Bicycle Information Center within the University of North
RESEARCH CENTER Carolina Highway Safety Research Center. Please read our Usage Guidelines.

M EVAAl s ( This site is funded beethe U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration
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https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/bicycle pedestrian/quidance/design_flexibility.cfm

Q

Memorandum

U.S. Department of Transportation
Federal Highway Administration

Subject: Bicycle and Pedestrian Facility Design Flexibility

From:

Gloria M. Shepherd

Associate Administrator for Planning,
Environment and Realty

Walter C. (Butch) Waidelich, Jr.
Associate Administrator for Infrastructure

Jeffrey A. Lindley
Associate Administrator for Operations

Tony T. Furst
Associate Administrator for Safety

To:
Division Administrators
Directors of Field Services

Date: August 20, 2013

Reply to: HEPH-10

This memorandum expresses the Federal Highway Administration's (FHWA) support for
taking a flexible approach to bicycle and pedestrian facility design. The American
Association of State Highway and Transportation Officials (AASHTO) bicycle and pedestrian
design guides are the primary national resources for planning, designing, and operating
bicycle and pedestrian facilities. The National Association of City Transportation Officials
(NACTO) Urban Bikeway Design Guide and the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE)
Designing Urban Walkable Thoroughfares guide builds upon the flexibilities provided in the
AASHTO guides, which can help communities plan and design safe and convenient facilities
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https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/exit.cfm?link=http://www.ite.org/emodules/scriptcontent/orders/ProductDetail.cfm?pc=RP-036A-E

for pedestrian and bicyclists. FHWA supports the use of these resources to further develop
nonmotorized transportation networks, particularly in urban areas.

AASHTO Guides
AASHTO publishes two guides that address pedestrian and bicycle facilities:

e Guide for the Planning, Design, and Operation of Pedestrian Facilities, July 2004,
(AASHTO Pedestrian Guide) provides guidelines for the planning, design, operation,
and maintenance of pedestrian facilities, including signals and signing. The guide
recommends methods for accommodating pedestrians, which vary among roadway
and facility types, and addresses the effects of land use planning and site design on
pedestrian mobility.

e Guide for the Development of Bicycle Facilities 2012, Fourth Edition (AASHTO Bike
Guide) provides detailed planning and design guidelines on how to accommodate
bicycle travel and operation in most riding environments. It covers the planning, design,
operation, maintenance, and safety of on-road facilities, shared use paths, and parking
facilities. Flexibility is provided through ranges in design values to encourage facilities
that are sensitive to local context and incorporate the needs of bicyclists, pedestrians,
and motorists.

NACTO Guide

NACTO first released the Urban Bikeway Design Guide (NACTO Guide) in 2010 to address
more recently developed bicycle design treatments and techniques. It provides options that
can help create "complete streets" that better accommodate bicyclists. While not directly
referenced in the AASHTO Bike Guide, many of the treatments in the NACTO Guide are
compatible with the AASHTO Bike Guide and demonstrate new and innovative solutions for
the varied urban settings across the country.

The vast majority of treatments illustrated in the NACTO Guide are either allowed or not
precluded by the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD). In addition, non-
compliant traffic control devices may be piloted through the MUTCD experimentation
process. That process is described in Section 1A.10 of the MUTCD and a table on the
FHWA's bicycle and pedestrian design guidance Web page is regularly updated (FHWA
Bicycle and Pedestrian Design Guidance), and explains what bicycle facilities, signs, and
markings are allowed in accordance with the MUTCD. Other elements of the NACTO
Guide's new and revised provisions will be considered in the rulemaking cycle for the next
edition of the MUTCD.

ITE Guide

In 2010, FHWA supported production of the ITE Guide Designing Walkable Urban
Thoroughfares: A Context Sensitive Approach. This guide is useful in gaining an
understanding of the flexibility that is inherent in the AASHTO "Green Book," A Policy on
Geometric Design of Highways and Streets. The chapters emphasize thoroughfares in
"walkable communities" - compact, pedestrian-scaled villages, neighborhoods, town centers,
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https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/exit.cfm?link=http://www.ite.org/emodules/scriptcontent/orders/ProductDetail.cfm?pc=RP-036A-E
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/exit.cfm?link=https://bookstore.transportation.org/collection_detail.aspx?ID=110
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/exit.cfm?link=https://bookstore.transportation.org/collection_detail.aspx?ID=110

urban centers, urban cores and other areas where walking, bicycling and transit are
encouraged. It describes the relationship, compatibility and trade-offs that may be
appropriate when balancing the needs of all users, adjoining land uses, environment and
community interests when making decisions in the project development process.

Summary

FHWA encourages agencies to appropriately use these guides and other resources to help
fulfill the aims of the 2010 US DOT Policy Statement on Bicycle and Pedestrian
Accommodation Regulations and Recommendations - "...DOT encourages transportation
agencies to go beyond the minimum requirements, and proactively provide convenient, safe,
and context-sensitive facilities that foster increased use by bicyclists and pedestrians of all
ages and abilities, and utilize universal design characteristics when appropriate."

Accompanying this memo are the latest versions of the: 1) AASHTO Bike Guide, 2) NACTO
Bike Guide; and 3) the ITE Designing Walkable Urban Thoroughfares Guide.

The attachments provide two examples that demonstrate the use of treatments illustrated in
the NACTO Guide (i.e., buffered bike lanes and green colored pavement for bicycle lanes)
by State or local DOTSs, and a list of FHWA staff that can help with questions about
pedestrian and bicycle design issues.
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APPENDIX D: EXAMPLE ASSURANCE LETTER TEMPLATES

{THIS LETTER MUST BE ON THE LETTERHEAD OF THE ENTITY}

UTILITY ASSURANCE
LRSP & SRTS Projects
STATE PROJECT NO.
F.AP.NO.
{Project Name}
PARISH { }

TO: DOTD Program Manager

I hereby certify that T have reviewed the construction plans for the captioned project and provide
assurance that ...

there are no known utility conflicts within the project that would inhibit construction of
the planned improvements.

O

that all known utilities conflicts within the project that would inhibit construction of the
planned improvements have been relocated.

It is understood that the Entity is responsible for all costs associated with known or unknown
utility relocations, adjustments and construction time delays after the project is awarded.

RECOMMENDED FOR. APFROVAL

LPA FESPONSIBLE CHARGE / DATE
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{THI5 LETTER MUST BE ON THE LETTERHEAD OF THE ENTITY}

UTILITY CERTIFICATION
STATE PROJECT NO. (CONST.)
STATE PROJECT NO. (BW)
FAP NO. (BW)
{Project Name}
ROUTE {}
PARISH { }

TO: DOTD District Utility Specialist

Attached are copies of the agreements between the City and the Utility Company on the
captioned project. The total cost of relocating the utilities listed is :

This list includes all known utility facilities within the limits of this project and the number of
calendar days required to complete their relocation. The entity has received design plans from
all respective utility operators and letters from each utility operator stating their intentions to
adjust their utility facilities to accommaodate the project

The entity will relocate their own lines that are not included in the construction plans.

Utility Operator and Address Calendar Days

Parish Representative Date

FECOMNMEMNDED FOR. APPROVAL

DISTEICT UTILITY RELOCATION SPECIALIST /DATE

HQ UTILITY RELOCATION SPECIALIST / DATE
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Louisiana Department of Transportation
Office of Right of Way
RIGHT OF WAY PROJECT CERTIFICATION

Project Caption

RIGHT OF WAY ADMINISTRATOR

ATTEMTION:

Re: Right of Way Project Certification

In accordance with the provisions of Titles 23 and 49 CFR, | cerify the following:
Acquisition

All necessary rights-of-way, including control of access rights when pertinent, have
been acquired including legal and physical possession and the acquisition was in
compliance with current FHWA directives covering the acquisition of real property.

Trial or appeal cases may be pending in court but legal possession has been obtained.
(Any exceptions must be explained.)

Relocation

All relocations required for this project have been completed in accordance with FHWA
directives covering the Relocation Assistance Program, all occupants have vacated the
lands and improvements and all relocation payments have been made.

(Any exceptions must be explained.)

OR

There were no displacees resulting from this project.

Improvement Clearance

All improvements have been cleared for this project, with the following exceptions:
(ltemization of remaining improvements and method of disposition.)

OR

There were no improvements to be cleared for this project.

Uneconomic Remainders
Following is a list of all uneconomic remainders acquired on this project:

Parcel No. Area Acquisition Price
OR

No uneconomic remainders were acquired for this project.
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LPA Official DATE
RECOMMEMNDED FOR APPROVAL:

RIGHT OF WAY REGIONAL MANAGER
RECOMMEMDED FOR APPROVAL:

RIGHT OF WAY AGENT
APPROVED:

RIGHT OF WAY ADMINISTRATOR
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EIGHT OF ENTEY
DATE:

STATE PROJECT NO. H.006324
FAP NO HO0068524

SAFE ROUTES TO SCHOOLS
JEFFERSON PARISH

The undersigned does hereby grant authorize, and convey umto the Louisiana
Departtnent of Transportation and Development, its Agents Engineers, and'or
Contractors, the right to enter upon the property located LOCATION OF THE
PEOPEETY TO BE ENTERED adjacent to the right of way of the captioned project for
the purpose of PURPOSE OF THE EIGHT OF ENTEY and to perform all related
activities necessary for completion of the work herein authorized in zaid area.

This Right of Entry 1z granted with the provision that the Department of Transportation
and Development will correct all damages resulting from its construction activities on the
property of the underaigned.

It iz further understood and agreed that this night of entry i3 irrevocable and cannot be
rezcinded, and that the Department of Transportation and Development does hereby hold
harmless the undersigned for any and all damages or claims resulting from said
construction.

WITNESSES:

OWNER

OWNER NAME

NAME:
CITY OF |

HUBEERT GEAVES
DOTD RIGHT OF WAY ATAINISTRATOR
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APPENDIX E: CRASH DATA ANALYSIS EXAMPLE

Access to LADOTD Highway Crash List — Local Roads is necessary to obtain the pedestrian and/or bicycle crash data.
If you do not have access, you may request the data analysis for your Public Place site from your Regional Safety
Coordinator.

To perform an analysis, you must have the GPS coordinate of the public place facility. Again your Regional Safety
Coordinator and help with this if necessary.

The following example is provided with the DOTD Headquarters in Baton Rouge as the Public Place Site.
The following analysis example search is for pedestrian crashes only for the past five years of crash data.
Data Input 1: Input project information

Data Input 2: Enter the past five years by date. Check with DOTD safety section to determine current available

data.
Data Input 3:

e Select Within

e Input 1 mile in the within field

e Select miles of lat, long

e Input site latitude longitude in following format: 30.459422, -91.177543
Data Input 5:

e Select detail
e Select year for drop menu

latlong conversion | Google Maps

Dorp LADOTD Highway Crash List - Local Roads

‘w-rfm 3r5mvslmw This application will generate a report of city and parish road traffic crashes that occurred in a certain area (parish, troop, statewide) during a certain time frame. You may print a detail report or a summary report.
1. Enter the titles for the report:
Title 1 -|DOTD Headquarters
Title 2 -|1201 Captial Access Rd
Title 3 :|Baton Rouge

2. Enter the beginning and ending dates:

From year morth day o yexr month day

3. Select the geographic area to include (parish/city, troop, or statewide)
ParishlUT—Acadia VlCit_v:‘AH v‘
© |Troop: | A-Baton Rouge v

() |Statewide
N
Wi 1) ] O e 'Es of lat 1o#C]30 459422 91 177543 ) Find in: |[01-Acadia v
- e—

Include State as well as Local roads.

4. Enter a road name to look for
Road Name (contains) - |
Intersecting Street (contains) - ‘ |

5. Sglect the type of report (Jewmil or summary):
O L D
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Data Input 6:
e Select “Yes” for Pedestrian

& Chooee orher zelpcion comma:

Eterscion ®A1 O Yes OFa
Ligeng FAf [ Dl D=k [ Dk [ Dewn [ Thkoown
i Woasks - S :
Ny
Fedmuan -;::--r:cu
At ®A1 T Ts O Ko
Timsion: BAIOK O3 OEOW
Anciders Clma - Al [ Fad [ jry CJRDO
Iy iy FAl OFatd O3 O Modards [ Complent [ Mo
L arermer of I olidomn - A '
Al
ot Fior Ko repiraend o

E :

Finmt o Mioat Haertd By - | SOV

ol - AP s T &
T of Vs - BT Thek -
LA tE o]

A

Road C oxdifipen - S-Dafactie Sroters o

TS

Al -
Bt Comdiion- ’E’_',‘f:é y
[ty 1T AT ]

Wint Rooard - ®A1 O Ve O Dy

wJHOnug e - BET rpeihedl
. . Coe W T o T o e T o
Diraver Coenditiosn - * Uk -

Enestpmi Apmoy @ A1 () Stan O Ciy () Basish O Otoer
Al
TrafSc ot A1 Sgn -

EYied Sign ot
Dol Sigresl 0o

Sponsd By
Foatway Depatrs
Lz Depatorsr

Fedminnto Roaduay

[ M
EAl O Yo O Ko
@Al OYes O No

Al

S Ry
Er Shoedider
ICHV il
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Data Input 7: Select Severity to include in Report

Output options: Select Excel Spreadsheet

Data Input 9 : Select Submit button to retrieve data

7. Indicate optional items to include in Report:

[] Vehicle Type [ Alcohol Involvement
[[] LatLong as entered onform [] LatLong as revised by LADOTD
[[] Spotted By
[ LRS Logmile
[ City
[] Roadway Departure [] Lane Departure

[[] Relation to Roadway
Original data from LSU database

[ parish_cd [pri_contrib_fac_cd
[Ohwy_type_cd [Jsec_contrib_fac_cd
[ pri_hwy_mum [+ision_obscure_1
[Ibypass [+ision_obscure_2

[ milepost [[Imovement_reason_1

[Cpri_road_name [Jmovement_reason_2
ubmi
[pri_dist [Jped_actions_1

[ pri_measure

Clpri_dir [Jveh_lighting_1
[inter_road [(Jwveh_lighting 2
[Cdr_age 1 [Ctraff cntl cond 1
[Cdr_age 2 [Ctraff cntl cond_2
[dr_sex_1 [pri_road dir
[dr_sex_2 [lighting_cd
[ecrash_time [Jmum_wveh
[dr_cond cdl [(Jwveh_cond cdl
[Jdr_cond cd2 [(Jwveh_cond_cd2

[[Jped_actions_2

8. Indicate the Sort Order: ® Date O Road name

9. Submit the request: Submit

Options:

Return output as - ) Regular H
Use Gridlines:

Show Map buttons:

) CSV O CSV for CatScan

The following table provides the number and severity of pedestrian crashes within one mile of DOTD Baton Rouge
Headquarters from January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2014.
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To search for bicycle crashes only modify above instructions as follows:
Data input 3: Input 2 miles for range of search

latlong conversion | Google Maps

Qo'rp LADOTD Highway Crash List - Local Roads
= —

SNESRE NS This application will generate a report of city and parish road traffic crashes that occurred in a certain area (parish. troop. statewide) during a certain time frame. You may print a detail report or a summary report.
1. Enter the titles for the report:
Title 1 :|DOTD Headquarters
Title 2 - {1201 Captial Access Rd
Title 3 - |Baton Rouge

2. Enter the beginning and ending dates:
From year |20 10 | month ‘ 01 |dﬂy

01 Jtoyear[2014  [month[12  Jday[31 |

3. Select the geographic area to include (parish/city, troop, or statewide)
© |Parish: [ 01-Acadia | City: [ Al v

O |Troop: | A-Baton Rauge v

O |Stategpyida
® W O feet ® miles of latlong [30 459422 -91 177543 || Findin” | [01-Acadia v

Inchude State as well as Local roads.

4. Enter a road name to look for
Road Name (contains) :| ‘
Intersecting Street (contains) : ‘ ‘

w

. Select the type of report (detail or summary):
® Detail O Summaryby:[Year ]
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Data Input 6:

e Select “All” for Pedestrians
e Select “F-Pedalcycle” for Type of Vehicle

6. Choowe other velecion comma:

Eneryeciie AT Q) Yes O Mo
Ligherng FAAL [0 Dedete [0k 1Dk [ Dewa [ Tk
Do Wk -
Pdomtriun -
Alied - AT O Ve DO Mo
Dimction: BAMOKO:OEQOW
Acadent Clans - FAl OFetd [ kjoy OFLO
Enfory S ey AL [0 Fatad [0 3 [ Modars [ Complent [] Ko
MamemrofCaliion:
- N
Mot Psicer A -
EFroceedip STapiT A
N
. || ArCamraurres L4l
Finst cer Milicesd Fzeerrafll Pt - S e Smnmmn "
Py - o]
T o Wkl
- N
Fuoard (ot - ECitmsan o
=
-
2 ATy L]
Do Comdiion - EN o
=t 2 = )
Wt Foard - ®Al Q) Wt O Dy
o Ui - BT impeined
. . Py Sl rpanme (epes, s, Timig
Diriver Coencliiosn - ek ermn "
Ziriher
B N
e = ArExceadig Siaten Spesedl Uik
o EEicmap AR SomRALIE
O ailre 50 i
Enmntiaien Azenos A1 O Simte O Chy O Pasah (O Cibher
L
: AcSnp Sign o
TraBc I oedrod: Sren Sgn "
O Sigrsl Om
Sponed By
Foadorzy Depators AL O Ve O Mo
Larm Dimenartrar AT O Ve (O Mo
-
. . AT Roamivry ~
Raticen o Roadway s o
O il
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Data Input 7

e Select “Vehicle Type” and “Severity” for optional items to include in report

7. Indicate optional items to include in Report:

*' ehicle Tvpe [ Alcohol Involvement
[] LatLong as entered on form [ | LatLong as revised by LADOTD
[ Spotted By
[1LRS_ID [] LRS Logmile
Severity [ City
[| Roadway Departure [ Lane Departure

[ Relation to Roadway
Original data from LSU database

[l parish cd [lpri_contrib fac cd
[hwy_type cd [Isec_contrib_fac_cd
[lpr_hwy_mm [ lwvision_obscure_1
[bypass [lwvision obscure 2

(] milepost [Imovement reason_ 1
[ lpr_road name [ |movement_reason_2
Clpri_dist [lped actions 1

[l pri_measure [[ped_actions_2
[ [Jveh_lighting_1
[linter road [lweh_lighting 2
[ldr_age 1 [traff cotl cond 1
[ldr_age 2 [traff cotl cond 2

[(ldr sex 1 [lpri_road dir
[ldr_sex 2 [lighting_cd

[l crash_time [ lomum_veh

[ldr cond cdl [lveh cond cdl

[Jdr cond cd2 [veh _cond cd2

2. Indicate the Sort Order: ® Date ) Road name

Q. Submit the request:

Options:

Return output as - ) Regular HTML ® Excel Spreadsheet (O CSV O CSV for CatScan

Use Gridlines:
Show Map buttons:

———T e
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two miles of DOTD Baton Rouge Headquarters from

n

Select Subm

For brevity, the following table provides excerpts from the search output that provides a sample of the data which
ludes the number and severity of bicycle crashes with

January 1, 2010 to December 31, 2014. (Much of the actual data was hidden to allow inclusion on one page.)

Data Input 9

Inc
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